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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is responsive to the amendment filed 12/06/2006. 

Claims 21, 26, 28, 30, 35, 43, and 51-57 are pending in this application. Claims 
21 , 30, 43, and 57 are independent claims. In the filed 03/28/2006 claims 43-50 were 
added as new claims. This action is made Non-Final. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 21, 28, 30, 43, and 51-57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Microsoft Windows NT in view of Li et al. (US 5418950) further in 



view of Tim (Google Groups). 
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In regards to claim 21, Windows teaches a data transfer method for transferring 
data from a displayed operation target, said method comprising: specifying an arbitrary 
part of the displayed operation target by indicating a start position and an end position 
with an input pointer of an input device (Figure 1 , Element 1) 

Windows does not teach judging whether coordinates of an input pointer of the 
input device, when the single event is performed, are within the specified arbitrary part 
of the operation target; performing a single event with the input device to transfer the 
specified arbitrary part of the operation target and a method wherein a beginning 
position of the input pointer on a display screen at a beginning of the single event and 
an end position of the input pointer on the display screen at an end of the single event 
are the same. Li teaches, "A user can double click on a SELECT statement in 310 to 
open a detailed definition for viewing or modification, single click on a SELECT 
statement to copy its text to the last cursor location in the FULLSELECT text pane and 
drag-drop a SELECT statement to a "trash can" to delete it from the library list." 
(Column 16, Line 10). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify Windows with the teachings of Li and include a 
single click copy mechanism with the motivation to provide the user a simpler way of 
copying data. 

Windows and Li do not teach transferring data within the specified arbitrary 
part of operation target to a retrieve server when the coordinates are judged to be 
within the specified arbitrary part; and receiving a retrieve result corresponding to the 
data transferred to the retrieve server, from the retrieve server; and wherein the 
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retrieve result received from the retrieve server may be utilized as a next operation 
target. Tim teaches transferring data within the specified arbitrary part of operation 
target to a retrieve server when the coordinates are judged to be within the specified 
arbitrary part; and receiving a retrieve result corresponding to the data transferred to 
the retrieve server, from the retrieve server; and wherein the retrieve result received 
from the retrieve server may be utilized as a next operation target ("one function allows 
you to highlight text and when you click the button you are taken to a search window 
with the highlighted text as the target." Paragraph 3). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Windows and Li with 
the teachings of Tim and include a method to copy text to a search engine and display 
the search results with the motivation to provide the user with a convenient method of 
searching for information. 

In regards to claim 28, Windows, Li, and Tim teach all the limitations of claim 21 . 
Li further teaches a data transfer method wherein the single event comprises one of: a 
single click, a double click, and a triple click of a mouse ("A user can double click on a 
SELECT statement in 310 to open a detailed definition for viewing or modification, 
single click on a SELECT statement to copy its text to the last cursor location in the 
FULLSELECT text pane and drag-drop a SELECT statement to a "trash can" to delete 
it from the library list." Column 16, Line 10). 

Claim 30 is in the same context as claim 21; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 
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In regards to claim 43, Windows teaches a data transfer method for transferring 
data from a displayed operation target, said method comprising: specifying an arbitrary 
part of the displayed operation target with an input device (Figure 1, Element 1). 

Windows does not teach performing a single event with the input device to 
transfer the specified arbitrary part of the operation target and a method wherein a 
beginning position of the input pointer on a display screen at a beginning of the single 
event and an end position of the input pointer on the display screen at an end of the 
single event are the same; and judging whether coordinates of an input pointer of the 
input device, when the single event is performed, are within the specified arbitrary part 
of the operation target. Li teaches, "A user can double click on a SELECT statement in 
310 to open a detailed definition for viewing or modification, single click on a SELECT 
statement to copy its text to the last cursor location in the FULLSELECT text pane and 
drag-drop a SELECT statement to a "trash can" to delete it from the library list." 
(Column 16, Line 10). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify Windows with the teachings of Li and include a 
single click copy mechanism with the motivation to provide the user a simpler way of 
copying data. 

Windows and Li do not teach transferring data within the specified arbitrary 
part of operation target to a destination for retrieving information when the coordinates 
are judged to be within the specified arbitrary part; and receiving a retrieve result 
corresponding to the data transferred to the destination for retrieving information, from 
the destination for retrieving information; and wherein the retrieve result received from 
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the destination for retrieving information may be utilized as a next operation target. 
Tim teaches transferring data within the specified arbitrary part of operation target to a 
destination for retrieving information when the coordinates are judged to be within the 
specified arbitrary part; and receiving a retrieve result corresponding to the data 
transferred to the destination for retrieving information, from the destination for 
retrieving information; and wherein the retrieve result received from the destination for 
retrieving information may be utilized as a next operation target ("one function allows 
you to highlight text and when you click the button you are taken to a search window 
with the highlighted text as the target." Paragraph 3). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Windows and Li with 
the teachings of Tim and include a method to copy text to a search engine and display 
the search results with the motivation to provide the user with a convenient method of 
searching for information. 

In regards to claim 51', Windows, Li and Tim further teach a method wherein the 
retrieve server is selected in advance (Tim, "one function allows you to highlight text 
and when you click the button you are taken to a search window with the highlighted 
text as the target." Paragraph 3). 

In regards to claim 52, Windows, Li and Tim further teach a method further 
comprising transferring the data within the specified arbitrary part of the operation target 
to an edit window to edit the data (Li, Column 16, Line 10). 

Claims 53, and 54 are similar in scope to claims 51 and 52, respectively; 
therefore they are rejected under similar rationale. 
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Claims 55, and 56 are similar in scope to claims 51 and 52, respectively; 
therefore they are rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 57 is in the same context as claim 21; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claims 26 and 35 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Windows in view of Li et al. (US 5418950) in view of Tim as applied to claims 21 and 30 
above, and further in view of Microsoft Word 2000 ("MS Word", Screen Dumps). 

As per claim 26, Windows Li, and Tim teach all claim limitations as applied to 
claim 21. Windows and Li do not disclose a data transfer method according to claim 21 
further comprising: performing processing to disable a hyper link in the operation target. 
MS Word teaches that it is known to remove a hyperlink in order to allow for easier word 
processing of a hyperlink (figures 1 - 3). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to add a function that disables 
hyperlinks, as taught by MS Word, to a menu system that allows users to transfer 
information to a plurality of destinations, as taught by Windows, Li and Tim, in order to 
allow for easier selection of a part of a hyperlink. 

Claim 35 is in the same context as claim 26; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 9/13/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In regards to the Applicant's arguments that Windows can not be modified such 
that "a beginning position of the input pointer on a display screen at a beginning of the 
single event and an end position of the input pointer on the display screen at an end of 
the single event are the same," the Examiner respectfully disagrees. If one were to 
combine Windows with the teachings of Li, it would enable a user to easily move files 
from the left side of the pane window to the right pane with a single click. Furthermore, 
in Windows one only needs to click on the a file once to select it, therefore the 
beginning position and the end position would be the same. Lastly in Windows if the 
user selects a folder from the left pane window the logical pre-determined location 
would be the folder currently open on the right side of the window. 

In regards to the Applicant assertion that the combination of Tim with Windows 
would be an unreasonable combination because the system would perform a Google 
search on the folders highlighted, the Examiner disagrees. The Examiner sees no 
unreasonableness in the combination. It would be very useful to sometimes do a 
Google search on a folder because a person might not know what the folder relates to 
(which Application), and a Google search would be useful in determining that. 

Inquiry 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Boris Pesin whose telephone number is (571) 272-4070. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday except every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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